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FINAL ACTION 



1 . This Action is in response to amendment filed on 4/7/2006. Claims 1-49 are 
presented for examination. 

2. The objection of Claim 1 is withdrawn in view of amendment. 



3. Claims 4, 8, 12, 20, 25, 35, 40, 45 and 49 are objected to as being dependent 
upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form 
including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



5. Claims 1, 2, 5, 6, 9, 10, 13, 16-18, 21-23, 26-28, 31-33, 36, 37, 38, 41-43, 46 and 
47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Haverinen et al. (US 
2002/0012433), hereinafter Haverine. 
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6. As to claim 1 , Haverine discloses the invention as claimed, including an 
apparatus for generating an extended-format Vendor Specific Attribute (VSA) packet 
(page 9, 0214 - page 10, 0237, "Vendor Specific Extension") comprising: 

a RADIUS-compliant server (page 8, 0067-0080, "authentication server" page 16, 
0323, "RADIUS protocol"; Remote Authentication Dial-In User service compliant server 
inherently authenticates subscribers and authorizes subscribers to access the network) 
for generating a VSA packet (figs. 3-6) including at least a Vendor-Type field (Vendor- 
Type, figs. 4-6); and 

wherein said VSA packet includes a Vendor-Extended-Type field if said Vendor- 
Type field contains a predetermined value (figs. 4-6; page 9, 0214 - page 10, 0237, 
"NEW_SESSION_KEY_REQUEST_VENDOR_TYPE...this value indicates that the 
particular type of this extension is a new session key request extension... the 
administration of the vendor type is done by the vendor). 

7. As to claim 2, Haverine discloses wherein said Vendor-Extended-Type field is 32 
bits in length (figs. 3-6; page 8, 0198). 

8. As to claims 5 and 46, Haverine discloses a method for generating an extended 
Vendor Specific Attribute (VSA) (page 9, 0214 - page 10, 0237, "Vendor Specific 
Extension") comprising: 

determining whether an extended format VSA is desired (page 8, 0190-0193; 
page 8, 0201 - page 9, 0209); 
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if an extended format VSA is desired, then generating an extended format VSA 
containing at least a Vendor-Type field having a predetermined value and a Vendor- 
Extended-Type field (figs. 4-6; page 9, 0214 - page 10, 0237, 
"NEW_SESSION_KEY_REQUEST_VENDOR_TYPE...this value indicates that the 
particular type of this extension is a new session key request extension... the 
administration of the vendor type is done by the vendor). 

9. As to claims 6 and 47, Haverine discloses wherein said Vendor-Extended-Type 
field is 32 bits in length (figs. 3-6; page 8, 0198). 

10. As to claim 9, it is rejected for the same reasons set forth in claim 1 above. In 
addition, Haverine discloses a program storage device readable by a machine, tangibly 
embodying a program of instructions executable by the machine to perform a method 
for generating an extended Vendor Specific Attribute (VSA) (page 5, 0131-0140). 

11. As to claim 10, Haverine discloses wherein said Vendor-Extended-Type field is 
32 bits in length (figs. 3-6; page 8, 0198). 

12. As to claim 13, it is rejected for the same reasons set forth in claim 9 above. In 
addition, Haverine discloses wherein said Vendor-Extended-Type field is 32 bits in 
length (figs. 3-6; page 8, 0198). 
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13. As to claims 16, 21 , 26 and 31, Haverine discloses a method for receiving an 
extended Vendor Specific Attribute comprising: 

determining whether a received packet contains an extended format VSA (page 
8, 0190-0193; page 8, 0201 - page 9, 0209); 

if said received packet contains an extended format VSA, then reading an 
extended value contained in a Vendor-Extended-Type field (page 9, 0202); and 

if said received packet does not contain an extended format VSA, then 
processing said received packet as normal (page 9, 0203-0209). 

14. As to claims 17, 22, 27 and 32, Haverine discloses wherein said act of 
determining whether a received packet contains an extended format VSA is performed 
by examining said received packet to determine whether a Vendor-Type field contains a 
predetermined value (figs. 4-6; page 9, 0214 - page 10, 0237, "NEW_SESSIONJ<EY_ 
REQUEST_VENDOR_TYPE. . . this value indicates that the particular type of this 
extension is a new session key request extension... the administration of the vendor 
type is done by the vendor). 

15. As to claims 18, 23, 28 and 33, Haverine discloses wherein said Vendor- 
Extended-Type field is 32 bits in length (figs. 3-6; page 8, 0198). 

1 6. As to claims 36 and 41 , they are rejected for the same reasons set forth in claims 
16, 21, 26 and 31 above. In addition, Haverine discloses a program storage device 
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readable by a machine, tangibly embodying a program of instructions executable by the 
machine to perform a method for generating an extended Vendor Specific Attribute 
(VSA) (page 5,0131-0140). 

17. As to claims 37 and 42, Haverine discloses wherein said act of determining 
whether a received packet contains an extended format VSA is performed by examining 
said received packet to determine whether a Vendor-Type field contains a 
predetermined value (figs. 4-6; page 9, 0214 - page 10, 0237, "NEW_SESSION_KEY_ 
REQUEST_VENDOR_TYPE...this value indicates that the particular type of this 
extension is a new session key request extension... the administration of the vendor 
type is done by the vendor). 

18. As to claims 38 and 43, Haverine discloses wherein said Vendor-Extended-Type 
field is 32 bits in length (figs. 3-6; page 8, 0198). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

19. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



20. Claims 3, 7, 1 1 , 14, 15, 19, 24, 29, 30, 34, 39, 44 and 48 are rejected under 35 
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U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Haverinen et al. (US 2002/0012433), 
hereinafter Haverine, in view of AAPA (Applicant Admitted Prior Art). 

21. As to claims 3, 7, 11, 14, 15, 19, 24, 29, 30, 34, 39, 44 and 48, Haverine 
discloses a VSA packet, which has a field sequence of a type field followed by a Length 
field followed by a vendor identification field followed by a vendor type field followed by 
said vendor-extended type field (figs. 3-6). However, Haverine does not specifically 
disclose an internal length. AAPA discloses an internal length (page 2, lines 3-7, "length 
of inner value"). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention was made to combine the teachings of Haverine and AAPA because 
AAPA's internal length field would properly indicate the length of the attribute. 

Conclusion 

22. Applicant's arguments filed on 4/7/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

(1) The applicant asserts on page 13 of the Remarks that "amended claim 1 recites 
where said VSA packet includes a Vendor-Extended-Type field if said Vendor-Type field 
contains a predetermined value." Haverinen does not teach this limitation. The examiner 
respectfully disagrees. Haverine explicitly discloses VSA packet includes a Vendor- 
Extended-Type field (subtype, figs. 4-5; page 10, 0230, subtype; page 10, 0231, 
"vendor specific extension") if said Vendor-Type field contains a predetermined value 
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(page 10, 0230, "vendor type: This value indicates that the particular type of this 
extension is a new session key request extension"). Haverine discloses vendor specific 
attribute are extended than conventional vendor specific attribute as shown in figs. 4 
and 5, therefore, the language of the claims do not have patentably distinguishes them 
from the references. Furthermore, independent claim 13 does not have the limitation 
of "VSA packet includes a Vendor-Extended-Type field if said Vendor-Type field 
contains a predetermined value." 

(2) The applicant asserts on page 1 5 of the Remarks that if an extended format is 
desired, then generating an extended format VSA containing at least a Vendor-Type 
filed having a predetermined value and a Vendor-Extended-Type field." However, 
Haverinen does not teach this limitation. The examiner respectfully disagrees. Haverine 
explicitly discloses if an extended format is desired, then generating an extended format 
VSA containing at least a Vendor-Type filed having a predetermined value and a 
Vendor-Extended-Type field (subtype, figs. 4-5; page 10, 0230, subtype; page 10, 0231, 
"vendor specific extension") (page 10, 0230, "vendor type: This value indicates that the 
particular type of this extension is a new session key request extension"). Haverine 
discloses vendor specific attribute are extended than conventional vendor specific 
attribute as shown in figs. 4 and 5, therefore, the language of the claims do not have 
patentably distinguishes them from the references. Furthermore, independent claim 13 
does not have the limitation of "VSA packet includes a Vendor-Extended-Type field if 
said Vendor-Type field contains a predetermined value." 

(3) Claim 9 is properly rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) for the same reasons cited 
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above with respect to independent claim 5. 

(4) Claim 16 is properly rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) for the same reasons cited 
above with respect to independent claim 5. 

(5) Claim 21 is properly rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) for the same reasons cited 
above with respect to independent claim 16. 

(6) Claim 26 is properly rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) for the same reasons cited 
above with respect to independent claim 5. 

(7) Claim 31 is properly rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) for the same reasons cited 
above with respect to independent claim 26. 

(8) Claim 36 is properly rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) for the same reasons cited 
above with respect to independent claim 26. 

(9) Claim 41 is properly rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) for the same reasons cited 
above with respect to independent claim 16. 

(10) Claim 46 is properly rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) for the same reasons cited 
above with respect to independent claim 5. 

23. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

24. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jungwon Chang whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3960. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30-6:00 (Monday-Friday). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John A Follansbee can be reached on 571-272-3964. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Jungwon Chang 
Primary Examiner 
July 7, 2006 




